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Doolittle Drive Bay Trail – Existing Conditions 
– narrow shoulder on Doolittle Drive







Doolittle Drive Bay Trail – Existing Conditions 
– narrow shoulder on Doolittle Drive & north 
end of project
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Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost- Cycle 3

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				East Bay Regional Park District																		Date:		14-Jun-16

		Project Description:						Doolittle Drive Bay Trail - Martin Luther King Jr. Shoreline, Oakland

		Project Location:						From existing Bay Trail near Hegenberger Raod in Oakland to existing Bay Trail at Harbor Bay Parkway in Alameda

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																		Thomas Balbierz						License #:				C052058



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)																Cost Breakdown



																		ATP Eligible Costs/Items				ATP Ineligible Costs/Items 				Corps/CCC
to construct



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization						1		LS		$400,000.00		$400,000		100%		$400,000		0%		$0				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Layout and Staking						1		LS		$60,000.00		$60,000		100%		$60,000		0%		$0						$0

		3		Water Pollution Control						1		LS		$95,000.00		$95,000		100%		$95,000		0%		$0						$0

		4		Environmental Monitoring						1		LS		$80,000.00		$80,000		100%		$80,000		0%		$0						$0

		5		Ongoing Monitoring						1		LS		$500,000.00		$500,000		100%		$500,000		0%		$0						$0

		6		Erosion Control						1		LS		$200,000.00		$200,000		100%		$200,000		0%		$0						$0

		7		Temporary Fencing, Signage and Security						1		LS		$163,152.00		$163,152		100%		$163,152		0%		$0						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)

		8		Concrete slab (8"x12' wide)						255.00		CY		$1,965.00		$501,075		100%		$501,075		0%		$0						$0

		9		Concrete beam (20"x20")						177.00		CY		$1,965.00		$347,805		100%		$347,805		0%		$0						$0

		10		Metal railing at 42" high						1,720.00		LF		$39.30		$67,596		100%		$67,596		0%		$0						$0

		11		Concrete piles (16" dia. x 60' average depth x2 piles)						6,450.00		LF		$131.00		$844,950		100%		$844,950		0%		$0						$0

		12		Cofferdams/dewatering						860.00		LF		$262.00		$225,320		100%		$225,320		0%		$0						$0

		13		Class II Permeable Material (12" x 18" per LF)						48.00		CY		$58.95		$2,830		100%		$2,830		0%		$0						$0

		14		3/16" Fine Gravel (12" x 12" per LF)						32.00		CY		$65.50		$2,096		100%		$2,096		0%		$0						$0

		15		6" Perforated Storm Drain						860.00		LF		$26.20		$22,532		100%		$22,532		0%		$0						$0

		16		6" Storm Drain Outfall (300' O.C., 15, long)						43.00		LF		$26.20		$1,127		100%		$1,127		0%		$0						$0

		17		Storm Drain Catch Basin (300' O.C.)						3.00		EA		$1,310.00		$3,930		100%		$3,930		0%		$0						$0

		18		Relocate Poles and Guy Wires						1.00		LS		$26,200.00		$26,200		100%		$26,200		0%		$0						$0

		19		Construction Minimization Measures 						1.00		LS		$81,613.00		$81,613		100%		$81,613		0%		$0						$0

		20		Wetland Mitigation Measures 						0.20		AC		$917,000.00		$183,400		100%		$183,400		0%		$0						$0

		21		Wetland Delineation and Application 						1.00		LS		$16,375.00		$16,375		100%		$16,375		0%		$0						$0

		22		Shoreline Stabilization						1		LS		$400,000.00		$400,000		100%		$400,000		0%		$0						$0

		23		Crosswalk and Intersection Improvements						1		LS		$275,000.00		$275,000		100%		$275,000		0%		$0						$0

		24														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)

		25														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		26														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		27														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		28														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		29														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		30														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		31														$0		0%		$0		100%		$0						$0

		32														$0				$0		100%		$0						$0

		Subtotal of Construction Items:														$4,500,000				$4,500,000				$0						$0

																				$225,000		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												20.00%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$900,000				$900,000				$0

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$5,400,000				$5,400,000				$0



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):												$   675,000						$675,000				$0

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):												$   900,000						$900,000				$0				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   1,575,000						$1,575,000				$0				29%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   300,000						$300,000				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   300,000						$300,000				$0



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   675,000						$675,000				$0				12%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$2,550,000						$2,550,000				$0



		Total Construction Costs:												$6,075,000						$6,075,000				$0

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$7,950,000						$7,950,000				$0



		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

		Item Number(s):				Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)
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DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles only)		EA

				Street Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Conduit and Boxes		LF or LS		Option stand-alone item (can be part of lighting)







		Landscaping Items

				Transplant Tree		EA		No Palm Trees allowed. Average $400

				Tree Well		EA		average $600

				Remove Tree 		EA		Small trees are accounted for in clearing and grubbing (5" diameter or smaller) $700 to $800

				Tree Grate		EA		average $350

				Fall Tree		EA		average $1,000

				 











		Other Miscellaneous Items

				Minor Concrete (Minor Structure)		CY		average $1200

				6' Retaining Wall		CY		6' tall L shape wall 0.60 cy/lf.  Average $800

				4' Retaining Wall		CY		4' tall L shape wall 0.45 cy/lf.  Average $700



				Ped/Bike Bridge		EA





				Roadway Drainage		LS

				Chain Link Fence

				Iron / Decorative Fence
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Tiffany Margulici


From: Wallace, Melanie@CCC <Melanie.Wallace@ccc.ca.gov> on behalf of ATP@CCC 
<ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>


Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 3:33 PM
To: Tiffany Margulici
Subject: FW: ATP Consultation, SF Bay Trail, Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline, Oakland


Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged


Hi Tiffany, 
 
The CCC is not able to assist with this work. Please include a copy of this email with your application as proof of reaching 
us. 
 
Thank you, 
 
Melanie Wallace 
Chief Deputy Analyst 
California Conservation Corps 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
D (916)341‐3153 
M (916)508‐1167 
F (877)315‐5085 
melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov 
 
Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at: 


 
SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov 


 
 


From: Tiffany Margulici [mailto:tmargulici@ebparks.org]  
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 11:32 AM 
To: inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org; ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Subject: ATP Consultation, SF Bay Trail, Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline, Oakland 
 
Please let me know if the Corps can participate in this ATP project, see attached feasibility report.  
 
• Project Title: San Francisco Bay Trail – Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline 
 
• Project Description: East Bay Regional Park District - Construct San Francisco Bay Trail (Class I Trail) at MLK Regional Shoreline along 
Doolittle Drive in Oakland. 
 
• Detailed Estimate: Total project cost is $9 million, which includes all phases (design, permitting and construction). Attached are cost pages from the feasibility study. 
 
• Project Schedule: A feasibility study has been completed. Design and permitting will take place 2017-2019. Construction in FY 2020/2021 
 
**I was not able to attach the feasibility report due to file size. I will attempt to send separately.** 
 
• Project Map, Attached 
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• Preliminary Plans: Attached 
 
 


  


    
 Tiffany Margulici  
 Grants Manager  | Grants Department  
 East Bay Regional Park District  
 2950 Peralta Oaks Court, Oakland, CA 94605  
 T: 510-544-2204| F: 510-569-1417  
  tmargulici@ebparks.org | www.ebparks.org  


 
STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY | This electronic message and any files or attachments transmitted with it may be confidential, privileged, or proprietary information
Regional Park District. The information is solely for the use of the individual or entity to which it was intended to be addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended r
hereby notified that use, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, destroy any copies, a
your system.  
  
 Please consider the environment before you print  
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Tiffany Margulici


From: Tessa Nicholas <tessa.nicholas@cvcorps.org>
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 4:36 PM
To: Tiffany Margulici
Cc: Active Transportation Program
Subject: RE: ATP Consultation, SF Bay Trail, Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline, Oakland


Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged


Hi Tiffany, 
Civicorps is unable to partner on this project. 
 
Thank you, 
Tessa 
 
 


Tessa Nicholas 
Deputy Director 
 


 
 
Civicorps 
101 Myrtle St. 
Oakland, CA 94607 
 
Office: (510) 992‐7853 
Cell: (510) 282‐7935 
www.cvcorps.org 
 
Like us on Facebook! 
Follow us on Twitter! 
 


From: Tiffany Margulici [mailto:tmargulici@ebparks.org]  
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2016 4:19 PM 
To: Tessa Nicholas 
Subject: FW: ATP Consultation, SF Bay Trail, Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline, Oakland 
 
Hi Tessa, 
Attached and below is the second of two ATP projects we have submitted for corps consultation.  
 
Thanks again, 
 


    
 Tiffany Margulici  
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 Grants Manager  | Grants Department  
 East Bay Regional Park District  
 2950 Peralta Oaks Court, Oakland, CA 94605  
 T: 510-544-2204| F: 510-569-1417  
  tmargulici@ebparks.org | www.ebparks.org  


 
STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY | This electronic message and any files or attachments transmitted with it may be confidential, privileged, or proprietary information
Regional Park District. The information is solely for the use of the individual or entity to which it was intended to be addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended r
hereby notified that use, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, destroy any copies, a
your system.  
  
 Please consider the environment before you print  
 


From: Tiffany Margulici  
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 11:31 AM 
To: 'inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org' <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>; 'atp@ccc.ca.gov' <atp@ccc.ca.gov> 
Subject: ATP Consultation, SF Bay Trail, Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline, Oakland 
 
Please let me know if the Corps can participate in this ATP project, see attached feasibility report.  
 
• Project Title: San Francisco Bay Trail – Doolittle Drive at MLK Shoreline 
 
• Project Description: East Bay Regional Park District - Construct San Francisco Bay Trail (Class I Trail) at MLK Regional Shoreline along 
Doolittle Drive in Oakland. 
 
• Detailed Estimate: Total project cost is $9 million, which includes all phases (design, permitting and construction). Attached are cost pages from the feasibility study. 
 
• Project Schedule: A feasibility study has been completed. Design and permitting will take place 2017-2019. Construction in FY 2020/2021 
 
**I was not able to attach the feasibility report due to file size. I will attempt to send separately.** 
 
• Project Map, Attached 
 
• Preliminary Plans: Attached 
 
 


  


    
 Tiffany Margulici  
 Grants Manager  | Grants Department  
 East Bay Regional Park District  
 2950 Peralta Oaks Court, Oakland, CA 94605  
 T: 510-544-2204| F: 510-569-1417  
  tmargulici@ebparks.org | www.ebparks.org  


 
STATEMENT OF CONFIDENTIALITY | This electronic message and any files or attachments transmitted with it may be confidential, privileged, or proprietary information
Regional Park District. The information is solely for the use of the individual or entity to which it was intended to be addressed. If the reader of this message is not the intended r
hereby notified that use, distribution, or copying of this e-mail is strictly prohibited. If you received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately, destroy any copies, a
your system.  
  
 Please consider the environment before you print  
 








East Bay Regional Park District – Doolittle Drive 
Demand Analysis and Cost-Benefit Analysis 


Executive Summary 
This cost-benefit analysis (CBA) weighs the costs (capital and maintenance) and benefits 
(environmental sustainability, quality of life, economic competitiveness, safety, and state of good 
repair) that would accrue during construction and over a 20-year evaluation period after 
completion of the East Bay Regional Park District – Doolittle Drive project. Below is a summary of 
the undiscounted findings of the CBA (all values presented in 2016 constant dollars): 


 The project will cost an estimated $7,900,000 to construct and approximately $35,000 per 
year to maintain. $4,000,000 is requested in ATP funding.  


 After construction, the project will help encourage roughly 156 million bicycle and 
pedestrian trips in the project study area between 2022 and 2041, resulting in roughly 120 
million fewer vehicle-miles traveled (VMT). 


 This reduction in VMT translates into 60,000 fewer metric tons of greenhouse gases and 
criteria pollutants which would cost the equivalent of $12 million in avoided environmental 
damage or mitigation costs between 2022 and 2041. 


 The project will also encourage on average 1,600 more people to meet the Centers for 
Disease Control’s recommended number of physical activity and will save residents $46 
million in healthcare expenses between 2022 and 2041. 


 By encouraging more people to bicycle and walk instead of drive in single-occupant 
automobiles, residents will save $75 million in household transportation expenses, $40 
million in prevented collisions, $7 million in costs related to traffic congestion, and $17 
million in roadway maintenance cost savings over the 20-year period.  


At a 3 percent real discount rate, the net present value of the proposed project is $110,970,000, 
the internal rate of return is 58.5 percent, and the benefit-cost ratio is 14.3. For just the ATP funds 
requested, the proposed project has an $115,350,000 net present value, 109.6 percent internal 
rate of return, and 30.2 cost-benefit ratio at a 3 percent real discount rate.  


At a 7 percent real discount rate, the net present value of the proposed project $60,930,000, the 
internal rate of return is 52.6 percent, and the benefit-cost ratio is 9.8. For just the ATP funds 
requested, the proposed project has a $64,620,000 net present value, 21.09 percent internal rate 
of return, and 21.1 cost-benefit ratio at a 7 percent real discount rate.  


 


 


 


 


 







Background 
This CBA approach expands on the methods suggested by the National Cooperative Highway 
Research Program (NCHRP) Report 552: Guidelines for Analysis of Investments in Bicycle Facilities 
by incorporating detailed local demographic information and using new data and research that 
has become available since Guidelines for Analysis was published in 2006. 


One notable alternation is the consideration of benefits from both bicycling and walking activity 
using different impact areas for each mode. By comparison, Guidelines for Analysis only provides 
guidance for measuring bicycling benefits and does not quantify pedestrian benefits for multi-use 
paths. Another alteration is the estimate of utilitarian (non-commute) and school trips in addition 
to work commute trips. This addition helps capture the full range of bicycling and walking trips in 
the project area. The CBA also considers local travel patterns, trip distances, and public health to 
create a complete, detailed picture of benefits generated by the proposed facilities. 


A major advantage of this CBA approach is the ability to quantify benefits at a line-item level for 
each distinct type of benefit associated with the project. This allows benefits to be quantified and 
compared for each ATP goal. This also means the CBA omits estimates of social/recreational trip 
benefits of the project from the analysis so that the proposed project can be evaluated solely on 
its merits as a transportation facility. By contrast, the standard CBA method in Guidelines for 
Analysis includes recreational benefits which often make up a large portion of total benefits for 
bicycle and pedestrian projects. These method alternations should be considered when 
comparing CBA results for this project with other ATP grant applications. Also, the residual benefit 
of the fully-maintained facility built by the project is not claimed as a lump sum at end of the 
analysis period. 


Study Area 
While construction of the project will benefit all residents of and visitors to the area, those living 
within one mile (about a 20 minute walk) will have the most convenient access and will gain the 
most from its completion. This study area limit is within the standard area of influence used by 
bicycle and pedestrian planning professionals and were acknowledged by the Federal Transit 
Administration in the Final Policy Statement on Eligibility of Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements 
Under Federal Transit Law that went into effect August 19, 2011.  


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 







Count Data and Demand Analysis 
Between 2011 and 2015, the East Bay Regional Park District (EBRPD) has been tracking average 
annual daily traffic at east Oakland along existing Class I paths near the proposed project. On 
average, 237 bicyclists and pedestrians travel at through the two counts stations most near the 
proposed project (MLK Damon Slough and MLK San Leandro Creek Trail) per day (see Table 1). If 
the proposed project could attract the same number of bicyclists and pedestrians, along with 
one-fifth of the traffic from the other six count locations, it would experience 565 bicyclists and 
1,363 pedestrians per day. 


Table 1: EBRPD Count Data (average annual daily traffic) 


Location 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 
Crown Encinal 
Point 


230 168 216 148 179 


Crown McKay 
Ave 


1,082 548 779 838 657 


Crown Shoreline 8,820 5,370 3,074 2,575 1,532 


Crown Windsurf 3,040 2,037 1,940 1,346 817 


ESSP Seabreeze 476 299 912 1,775 1,027 


OB Neptune 542 540 425 468 429 


MLK Damon 
Slough 


213 186 193 175 179 


MLK San 
Leandro Creek 
Trail 


63 70 31 30 42 


 


 


 


 







Inputs 
This CBA uses a series of factors and multipliers to quantify the costs and benefits of the proposed 
project. This CBA first looks at the percent of bicycle and pedestrian trips by trip purpose that will 
take place within the project study area that replace motor vehicle trips (see Table 2) based on 
the forecasted change in mode share discussion shown in Table 10. Second, the average trip 
length by trip purpose is estimated for the replaced trips (see Table 3). Third, the number of 
utilitarian and social/recreational trips within the project study area are estimated to provide a 
more balanced view of trip purpose within the project study area (see Table 4). While 
social/recreational trips noted, they are not included in the CBA. Finally, an estimate of vehicle-
miles travelled (VMT) reduced is multiplied by a series of benefit multipliers: environmental 
sustainability (see Table 5), quality of life (see Table 6), economic competitiveness (see Table 7), 
safety (see Table 8), and state of good repair (see Table 9). In addition, the impact on travel time, 
delays from construction, noise, and property value were analyzed but found to have a negligible 
impact compared to a no build alternative. 


 


Table 2: Motor Vehicle Trip Replacement Factors* 
 Bike Walk 


Commute Trips 0.17 0.17 


College Trips 0.81 0.83 


K-12 School Trips 0.44 0.48 


Utilitarian Trips 0.69 0.78 


Social/Recreational Trips 0.16 0.16 


*Estimated by comparing local commute mode share data from the American Community Survey (2010-2014) to national mode share 
data for all trip purposes. 


Table 3: Trip Distance (miles) 
 Bike Walk 


Commute Tripsi 3.54 0.67 


College Tripsii 2.09 0.48 


K-12 School Tripsiii 0.77 0.36 


Utilitarian Tripsiv 1.89 0.67 


 


Table 4: Trip Purpose Multipliersv 
 Bike Walk 


Utilitarian Trip Multiplier 1.61 4.32 


Social/Recreational Multiplier 4.77 3.91 


 
 


Table 5: Environmental Sustainability Multipliers 







 Value (metric tons/VMT) Value ($USD/VMT) 
Particulate Matter (PM) vi 0.0000001 $0.02 


Nitrous Oxides (NOx) vii 0.0000009 $0.01 


Sulfur Oxides (SOx) viii 0.0000000 $0.00 


Volatile Organic Compounds 
(VOC) ix 


0.0000012 $0.00 


Carbon Dioxidex 0.0004940 $0.02 


 


Table 6: Quality of Life Multipliers 
 Value 


Physical Inactive Adults in California 0.19xi 


Physically Inactive Youth in California 0.19xii 


Healthcare Cost Savings $1,444 per newly active personxiii 


 


Table 7: Economic Competitiveness Multipliers* 
 Value 
Household Transportation Cost Savings $0.63 per VMTxiv 


Congestion Cost Savings $17,719,087xv 


Travel Times Savings – All Trip Purposes* $13.46 per hourxvi 


*This CBA analyzed changes in property value within the study area and found no evidence to support an increase or decrease in 
property values following completion of the project. 
**The Victoria Transport Policy Institute found in their 2013 study “Transportation Cost and  Benefit Analysis II – Travel Time Costs” 
that the user of an average car and a bicycle had the same “effective speed” after taking into account annual hours worked, average 
travel speed, travel time, and support time (maintenance, etc.). This CBA, therefore, excludes travel time as a cost or benefit. 
 


Table 8: Safety Multiplier 
 Value (metric tons/VMT) 
Collision Cost Savings $0.33 per VMTxvii 


 


Table 9: State of Good Repair Multiplier 
 Value (metric tons/VMT) 
Roadway Maintenance Cost Savings $0.14 per VMTxviii 


 


 


 


Table 10: Annual VMT Reduction 







Project Year Year 
Annual Bike/Ped 


Trips 
Annual Vehicle 
Trip Reduction 


Annual VMT 
Reduction (Build) 


Annual VMT 
Reduction (No 


Build) 
Year -5 2016 5,049,000 1,938,000 3,827,000 3,827,000 


Year -4 2017 5,123,000 1,967,000 3,884,000 3,884,000 


Year -3 2018 5,197,000 1,996,000 3,941,000 3,941,000 


Year -2 2019 5,271,000 2,024,000 3,998,000 3,998,000 


Year -1 2020 5,345,000 2,053,000 4,055,000 4,055,000 


Year 0 2021 5,420,000 2,081,000 4,112,000 4,112,000 


Year 1 2022 5,620,000 2,185,000 4,274,000 4,142,000 


Year 2 2023 5,825,000 2,291,000 4,439,000 4,172,000 


Year 3 2024 6,033,000 2,399,000 4,607,000 4,201,000 


Year 4 2025 6,246,000 2,509,000 4,777,000 4,229,000 


Year 5 2026 6,461,000 2,621,000 4,951,000 4,257,000 


Year 6 2027 6,681,000 2,735,000 5,128,000 4,284,000 


Year 7 2028 6,904,000 2,851,000 5,308,000 4,311,000 


Year 8 2029 7,131,000 2,970,000 5,491,000 4,336,000 


Year 9 2030 7,361,000 3,090,000 5,676,000 4,361,000 


Year 10 2031 7,596,000 3,213,000 5,865,000 4,386,000 


Year 11 2032 7,834,000 3,338,000 6,057,000 4,410,000 


Year 12 2033 8,075,000 3,465,000 6,251,000 4,433,000 


Year 13 2034 8,321,000 3,594,000 6,449,000 4,455,000 


Year 14 2035 8,570,000 3,726,000 6,650,000 4,477,000 


Year 15 2036 8,822,000 3,859,000 6,853,000 4,498,000 


Year 16 2037 9,079,000 3,994,000 7,060,000 4,518,000 


Year 17 2038 9,339,000 4,132,000 7,269,000 4,538,000 


Year 18 2039 9,603,000 4,272,000 7,482,000 4,557,000 


Year 19 2040 9,870,000 4,414,000 7,697,000 4,575,000 


Year 20 2041 10,142,000 4,558,000 7,915,000 4,593,000 


TOTAL 186,918,000 78,275,000 144,016,000 111,550,000 
 


 


 


Table 11: Costs, undiscounted 







Project Year Year 
Capital 
Costs 


Maintenance 
Costs 


Travel 
Time/Delays 


Annual 
Costs (Total) 


Annual 
Costs (ATP 
Request) 


Annual 
Costs (No 


Build) 
Year -5 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -3 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -2 2019 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -1 2020 $4,500,000 $0 $0 $4,500,000 $2,000,000 $0 


Year 0 2021 $4,500,000 $0 $0 $4,500,000 $2,000,000 $0 


Year 1 2022 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 2 2023 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 3 2024 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 4 2025 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 5 2026 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 6 2027 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 7 2028 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 8 2029 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 9 2030 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 10 2031 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 11 2032 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 12 2033 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 13 2034 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 14 2035 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 15 2036 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 16 2037 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 17 2038 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 18 2039 $0 $35,000 $0 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


Year 19 2040 $0 $0 $0.00 $0 $35,000 $0 


Year 20 2041 $0 $35,000 $0.00 $35,000 $35,000 $0 


TOTAL $9,000,000 $665,000 $0 $9,665,000 $4,700,000 
 
 


$0 
 


 


 
 







Table 12: Benefits, undiscounted 
Project 


Year 
Year Annual 


Environmenta
l Sustainability 


Benefits 


Annual 
Quality of 


Life Benefits 


Annual 
Economic 


Competitivene
ss Benefits 


Annual 
Safety 


Benefits 


Annual State 
of Good 
Repair 


Benefits 


Annual 
Benefits 
(Build) 


Annual 
Benefits (No 


Build) 


Year -5 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -3 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -2 2019 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -1 2020 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year 0 2021 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year 1 2022 $217,000 $1,985,000 $2,915,000 $1,419,000 $618,000 $7,154,000 $6,959,000 


Year 2 2023 $225,000 $2,015,000 $3,027,000 $1,474,000 $642,000 $7,384,000 $6,989,000 


Year 3 2024 $234,000 $2,046,000 $3,142,000 $1,529,000 $666,000 $7,617,000 $7,018,000 


Year 4 2025 $242,000 $2,077,000 $3,258,000 $1,586,000 $691,000 $7,855,000 $7,045,000 


Year 5 2026 $251,000 $2,108,000 $3,377,000 $1,644,000 $716,000 $8,096,000 $7,070,000 


Year 6 2027 $260,000 $2,139,000 $3,498,000 $1,702,000 $742,000 $8,341,000 $7,094,000 


Year 7 2028 $269,000 $2,170,000 $3,620,000 $1,762,000 $768,000 $8,590,000 $7,116,000 


Year 8 2029 $279,000 $2,202,000 $3,745,000 $1,823,000 $794,000 $8,843,000 $7,136,000 


Year 9 2030 $288,000 $2,234,000 $3,872,000 $1,884,000 $821,000 $9,099,000 $7,155,000 


Year 10 2031 $298,000 $2,266,000 $4,000,000 $1,947,000 $849,000 $9,359,000 $7,173,000 


Year 11 2032 $307,000 $2,298,000 $4,131,000 $2,011,000 $876,000 $9,623,000 $7,188,000 


Year 12 2033 $317,000 $2,330,000 $4,264,000 $2,075,000 $904,000 $9,891,000 $7,202,000 


Year 13 2034 $327,000 $2,362,000 $4,398,000 $2,141,000 $933,000 $10,162,000 $7,215,000 


Year 14 2035 $337,000 $2,395,000 $4,535,000 $2,208,000 $962,000 $10,437,000 $7,226,000 


Year 15 2036 $348,000 $2,428,000 $4,674,000 $2,275,000 $991,000 $10,716,000 $7,235,000 


Year 16 2037 $358,000 $2,461,000 $4,815,000 $2,344,000 $1,021,000 $10,999,000 $7,243,000 


Year 17 2038 $369,000 $2,494,000 $4,960,000 $2,413,000 $1,052,000 $11,286,000 $7,249,000 


Year 18 2039 $380,000 $2,528,000 $5,103,000 $2,484,000 $1,082,000 $11,576,000 $7,253,000 


Year 19 2040 $390,000 $2,561,000 $5,250,000 $2,555,000 $1,114,000 $11,870,000 $7,256,000 


Year 20 2041 $402,000 $2,595,000 $5,399,000 $2,628,000 $1,145,000 $12,168,000 $7,258,000 


TOTAL $6,098,000 $45,694,000 $81,983,000 $39,904,000 $17,387,000 $191,066,000 $143,080,000 
 


 
 


Table 13: Costs and Benefits, discounted at 3% 







Year Project 
Year 


Annual 
Benefits 


Annual 
Costs 


Net Costs & 
Benefits 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


(Total) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 
(ATP Request) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


(No Build) 
Year -5 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 


$0 
$0 


Year -4 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -3 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -2 2019 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -1 2020 $0 $3,998,000 -$3,998,000 -$3,998,000 -$1,777,000 $0 


Year 0 2021 $0 $3,882,000 -$3,882,000 -$7,880,000 -$3,502,000 $0 


Year 1 2022 $5,991,000 $29,000 $5,962,000 -$1,918,000 $2,460,000 $5,828,000 


Year 2 2023 $6,004,000 $28,000 $5,975,000 $4,057,000 $8,435,000 $11,511,000 


Year 3 2024 $6,013,000 $28,000 $5,986,000 $10,043,000 $14,420,000 $17,051,000 


Year 4 2025 $6,020,000 $27,000 $5,993,000 $16,036,000 $20,414,000 $22,451,000 


Year 5 2026 $6,024,000 $26,000 $5,998,000 $22,034,000 $26,412,000 $27,712,000 


Year 6 2027 $6,026,000 $25,000 $6,001,000 $28,035,000 $32,412,000 $32,836,000 


Year 7 2028 $6,025,000 $25,000 $6,000,000 $34,035,000 $38,413,000 $37,827,000 


Year 8 2029 $6,021,000 $24,000 $5,997,000 $40,032,000 $44,410,000 $42,687,000 


Year 9 2030 $6,015,000 $23,000 $5,992,000 $46,025,000 $50,403,000 $47,418,000 


Year 10 2031 $6,007,000 $22,000 $5,985,000 $52,010,000 $56,387,000 $52,021,000 


Year 11 2032 $5,997,000 $22,000 $5,975,000 $57,984,000 $62,362,000 $56,501,000 


Year 12 2033 $5,984,000 $21,000 $5,963,000 $63,947,000 $68,325,000 $60,859,000 


Year 13 2034 $5,969,000 $21,000 $5,949,000 $69,896,000 $74,274,000 $65,097,000 


Year 14 2035 $5,952,000 $20,000 $5,932,000 $75,828,000 $80,206,000 $69,217,000 


Year 15 2036 $5,933,000 $19,000 $5,914,000 $81,742,000 $86,120,000 $73,223,000 


Year 16 2037 $5,913,000 $19,000 $5,894,000 $87,636,000 $92,014,000 $77,117,000 


Year 17 2038 $5,890,000 $18,000 $5,872,000 $93,508,000 $97,885,000 $80,900,000 


Year 18 2039 $5,865,000 $18,000 $5,848,000 $99,355,000 $103,733,000 $84,575,000 


Year 19 2040 $5,839,000 $17,000 $5,822,000 $105,177,000 $109,555,000 $88,145,000 


Year 20 2041 $5,812,000 $17,000 $5,795,000 $110,972,000 $115,350,000 $91,611,000 


INTERNAL RATE OF RETURN 58.5% 109.6% N/A 


NET PRESENT VALUE (3% DISCOUNT RATE) $110,970,000 $115,350,000 $91,610,000 


BENEFIT - COST RATIO 14.32 30.19 N/A 


 
Table 14: Costs and Benefits, discounted at 7% 







Year Project 
Year 


Annual 
Benefits 


Annual 
Costs 


Net Costs & 
Benefits 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


(Total) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 
(ATP Request) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


(No Build) 
Year -5 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -3 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -2 2019 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -1 2020 $0 $3,433,000 -$3,433,000 -$3,433,000 -$3,433,000 $0 


Year 0 2021 $0 $3,208,000 -$3,208,000 -$6,641,000 -$6,641,000 $0 


Year 1 2022 $4,767,000 $23,000 $4,744,000 -$1,898,000 -$1,898,000 $4,637,000 


Year 2 2023 $4,598,000 $22,000 $4,576,000 $2,678,000 $2,678,000 $8,990,000 


Year 3 2024 $4,433,000 $20,000 $4,413,000 $7,091,000 $7,091,000 $13,074,000 


Year 4 2025 $4,273,000 $19,000 $4,253,000 $11,345,000 $11,345,000 $16,906,000 


Year 5 2026 $4,116,000 $18,000 $4,098,000 $15,443,000 $15,443,000 $20,501,000 


Year 6 2027 $3,963,000 $17,000 $3,946,000 $19,389,000 $19,389,000 $23,871,000 


Year 7 2028 $3,814,000 $16,000 $3,798,000 $23,188,000 $23,188,000 $27,030,000 


Year 8 2029 $3,669,000 $15,000 $3,655,000 $26,842,000 $26,842,000 $29,992,000 


Year 9 2030 $3,529,000 $14,000 $3,515,000 $30,357,000 $30,357,000 $32,767,000 


Year 10 2031 $3,392,000 $13,000 $3,379,000 $33,737,000 $33,737,000 $35,366,000 


Year 11 2032 $3,260,000 $12,000 $3,248,000 $36,985,000 $36,985,000 $37,801,000 


Year 12 2033 $3,131,000 $11,000 $3,120,000 $40,105,000 $40,105,000 $40,082,000 


Year 13 2034 $3,007,000 $10,000 $2,996,000 $43,101,000 $43,101,000 $42,216,000 


Year 14 2035 $2,886,000 $10,000 $2,876,000 $45,977,000 $45,977,000 $44,214,000 


Year 15 2036 $2,769,000 $9,000 $2,760,000 $48,738,000 $48,738,000 $46,084,000 


Year 16 2037 $2,656,000 $8,000 $2,648,000 $51,386,000 $51,386,000 $47,833,000 


Year 17 2038 $2,547,000 $8,000 $2,539,000 $53,925,000 $53,925,000 $49,469,000 


Year 18 2039 $2,442,000 $7,000 $2,435,000 $56,360,000 $56,360,000 $50,999,000 


Year 19 2040 $2,340,000 $7,000 $2,333,000 $58,693,000 $58,693,000 $52,430,000 


Year 20 2041 $2,242,000 $6,000 $2,236,000 $60,928,000 $60,928,000 $53,767,000 


INTERNAL RATE OF RETURN 52.6% 101.75% N/A 


NET PRESENT VALUE (7% DISCOUNT RATE) $60,930,000 $64,620,000 $53,770,000 


BENEFIT - COST RATIO 9.82 21.09 N/A 


 
Notes 







i NHTS (2009). <http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/fatcat/2009/aptl_TRPTRANS_WHYTRP1S.html> 
ii Ibid. 
iii Safe Routes National Center for Safe Routes to School, Trends in Walking and Bicycling to School from 2007 to 2013 
(2015). <http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/sites/default/files/SurveyTrends_2007-13_final1.pdf> 
iv NHTS (2009). <http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/fatcat/2009/aptl_TRPTRANS_WHYTRP1S.html> 
v Ibid. 
vi Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
vii Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
viii Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
ix Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
x Technical Support Document: Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis Under 
Executive Order 12866. <https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/omb/inforeg/scc-tsd-final-july-2015.pdf> 
xi State Indicators Report on Physical Activity, CDC. (2014) 
<http://www.cdc.gov/physicalactivity/downloads/pa_state_indicator_report_2014.pdf> 
xii Ibid. 
xiii Inadequate Physical Activity and Health Care Expenditures in the United States. 
<http://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/docs/carlson-physical-activity-and-healthcare-expenditures-final-
508tagged.pdf> 
xiv "Our Driving Costs, AAA (2016). <http://exchange.aaa.com/automobiles-travel/automobiles/driving-
costs/#.Vw_xCPkrKUk> 
xv Based on the last five years of collision data from SWITRS: 5 minor injuries, 12 moderate injuries, 1 severe injury, and 1 
fatal injury. 
xv Kitamura, R., Zhao, H., and Gubby, A. R. Development of a Pavement Maintenance Cost Allocation Model. Institute of 
Transportation Studies, University of California, Davis. <https://trid.trb.org/view.aspx?id=261768> 
xvi Revised Departmental Guidance on Valuation of Travel Time in Economic Analysis (Revision 2 - corrected). 
<http://www.dot.gov/office-policy/transportation-policy/guidance-value-time> 
xvii Crashes vs. Congestion: What's the Cost to Society? AAA (2011). 
<http://www.camsys.com/pubs/2011_AAA_CrashvCongUpd.pdf> 
xviii Kitamura, R., Zhao, H., and Gubby, A. R. Development of a Pavement Maintenance Cost Allocation Model. Institute of 
Transportation Studies, University of California, Davis. <https://trid.trb.org/view.aspx?id=261768> 
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Active Transportation Program 
Doolittle Drive Bay Trail – RIGHT OF WAY 


June 15, 2016 
 
 
A portion of the Doolittle Drive Bay Trail Project may require intersection improvements to 
meet SF Bay Trail standards. This may include signal improvements, a pedestrian refugee island. 
The trail may also require an encroachment permit from CalTrans depending on the final trail 
alignment. While a feasibility study has been completed, the next stage of the design will 
determine the final alignment and details of the intersection improvements. CalTrans will be 
contacted for permission at that time. The project budget currently includes a right of way 
phase in the event that project elements are required in the final design.  
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Active Transportation Program 


Doolittle Bay Trail – REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN 
June 14, 2016 


 
 
The Doolittle Bay Trail 
Project is consistent with 
the One Bay Area Regional 
Transportation Plan, see 
highlighted sections below. 
The project completes a 
segment of the SF Bay Trail 
in underserved community 
of Oakland. This important 
transportation connection 
will provide opportunities 
for alternative 
transportation modes, 
reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions while protecting 
open space and other 
natural resources.   
 
The project is also 
consistent with a number of 
other regional plans, 
including the 2005 “San 
Francisco Bay Trail Project – 
Gap Analysis Study.”  
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POTENTIAL OPPORTUNITIES AND CONSTRAINTS:


= Existing Bay Trail
= Proposed Coastal Bay Trail Alignment


 Not to Scale


N


GENERAL NOTES:


LEGEND:


- Multi-jurisdictional approval required
- Multiple vehicle/pedestrian safety conflicts
- Traffic noise from higher speed vehicles on Doolittle Drive
- Moderate environmental impact on wetland habitats but most areas have been previously 
  disturbed
- Construction costs: Higher where trail would encroach into Bay due to extensive fill/elevated  
  structure, minimal where trail is existing


- See MLK Resource Analysis and EIR, and Appendix E for   
  additional information regarding Environmental impacts
- Potential mitigation opportunities will need to be evaluated, 
  effects of salt marsh vegetation vs. loss of wetland 
  impacts explored (see also Upland Trail  Alternative )


Existing multi-use trail connecting to Bay Trail 
segment in Alameda ends here. Does not 
currently meet Bay Trail or CalTrans standards 
but may be able to be modified and/or reutilized.


Coastal experience is 
highly desireable but 
will require mitigation 
and/or encroachment 
into sensitive Bay 
habitat.


Direct connection to existing trail segment 
at MLK Park and Shoreline Center. 
Existing trail connects through parking lot.


Initial construction 
may enable mitigation 
of this or adjacent 
wetland habitat area.


Use conflicts between existing pier/pier 
facilities and proposed trail alignment. 
Existing utilities along waterfront may 
also require relocation.


Direct connection to 
existing Bay Trail 
segment.


Proposed alignment 
benefits from direct 
views toward water.


Pedestrian crossing 
required at existing 
signalized intersection 
to connect Coastal 
alignment to historic 
Port area.


Coastal location 
supports Bay Trail 
goals.


Proposed alignment 
requires fill in Bay or 
elevated structure


Direct connection to 
existing Bay Trail 
segment in Alameda


Directional pedestrian 
and bicycle use conflicts 
between existing pier 
and proposed trail 
alignment.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.3
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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